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A Abstract

An archaelogical survey of the tract of ground designated
construction Phase One for the Patuxent Point developement,
Solaomons Iéland, Calvert County, Maryland was conducted using
surface and subsurface techniques. Nine days of field work by
one individual has documented the existence of one
multicomponent aboriginal site (18CU272) spanning from circa
4000 B.C. to 1600 A.D. Intact shell filled features with
preserved fish and deer bones, ceramics and lithics also were
observed. A historic site (18CU271) situated mostly ocutside of
this tract was alsc noted.A Since the prehistoric site is to be
negatively impacted by the construction of townhcuses as

planned, Ffurther work is recommended.
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Introduction

The archaeological work described in this report was
inititated in response to plans fFor the developement of the
Patuxent Point property. This survey was funded by the
developer, CRJ Associates of Camp Springs, Maryland, in
anticipation of the passing of a Calvert county ordinance
requiring such surveys priaor to high density developement in
areas asssessed to have a high potential For containing
siginificant archaeclogical resocurces. The intent of the
survey was to locate any archaeclogical resources within the
area cof the first chase of constructicn and to determine the
significance of any cultural deposits in terms of their value
to the study of Maryland prehistorg or histérg so that

decisions about the=ir management could be made.

Fieldwcrk on this project was to begin in Decemker 13986,
but due to lcgistical problems the necessary plowing was
completed the Finmal week of February 1887. The author
performed the archaeclogical fieldwork for a total of eight and
one half days during the fFirst twoc weeks of March, 1887. The

weather was cocl but did not hinder the fField work.

The Patuxent Point tract is situated in the southern part
of Calvert County, Maryland, on the south side of the
confluence of Hungerford Creek and the Patuxent River (Fig
C-1)., This is in Maryland Archaeclogical Research area 3, the

Estuarine Patuxent drainage (Fig C-2). To the socuth of the
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property is land belonging tec the United States Mavy known as

-the Patuxent Naval hir.Station, Solaomons annex. Maryland Route

4 passes the property to the east.

The major historical use of the entire Patuxent Point
property appears to have heen agricultural. An early twentieth
century residence is noted on topographic maps to the present
(Fig C-1). The Phase One area has nc record of any use beyond

agriculture,.

Because the majority of the Phase One ar=a consisted of
recently cultivated fields a survey strategy using surface
surveillance irn ccmbination with subsurface testing was
considered to be the mcst cost effective alternative. To allow
fcr the identification of site boundaries while limiting the
amount of ground ts be surveyed, strips were plowed rather than
the entire field. CSubsurface testing Mas used in the cleared
fField to examine soil strata. In the woocded or grassy areas
subsurface testing was used to examine sgil strata and to

provide indications of cultural deposits.

The findings of this work include the identification of
two archaeoclogical sites. A historic site partially intrudes
into the Phase One tract (Fig C-173). This site dates to the
early twentieth century and may date as far back as the late
nineteenth century. Cocvering approximately 4.5 acres of the
Phase One tract is a prehistoric site (Fig C-7,C-17). This

site has yielded artifacts spanning from the Late Archaic
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Periocd to the Late Woodland Period (c.4000 B.C. - A.0. 1650).
Project Area

The Patuxent Point project area is situated in Calvert
County, Maryland, on the south side of the junction of
Hungerford Creek and the Patuxent River (Fig £-1). A parcel of
land approximatly 80 acres in size is slated for residential
development. This development is to be instituted in phases.
Phase one will occcupy approximately sixteen acres of land on
the east side of the Patuxent Pgint tract (Fig C-3). It is
this sixteen acre tract which has been the subject of this
archaeolcgical survey.

The Phase COre tract of the Patuxent Pcint project varies
in elevaticn from 20 to 42 Feet abcove sea level. Scils within
the area are Mattapex silt lcam or Sassafras fine sandy loam.
These scils are subject to erosicn and the Mattapex soils tend
to hcld water and warm up late in'the sping delaying plantirg
(Matthews 18712. Ctherwise they are gocd for agricultural
purpaoses.

Through historic times the Patuxent Paint Phase One
property has been agricultural lénd. The majority of the tract
is covered with corn stubble and weeds. Along the stream head
toc the north and the fenceline along the south are areas
containing trees and weeds, mostly briars of varicus types.
Part aof the area tc the south is a grass covered baseball

Field.




Culture History

Humans have lived in southern Maryland for at least the
last 11,000 years. NMNo written records exist prior to European
colonization, which began in 16834, but evidence in tﬁe form of
stone tools attests to the earlier presence oflpeople.
Systematic study of the past inhabitants of southeren Maryland
has made significant advances in the last 15 years towards

understanding the changes in lifestyles through time.

In the past 1% years much work has been done to define the
cultural sequence in the Middle Atlantic region of the United
States and to correlate that sequence with paleo-engironmental
changes (Gardner 13874 and 1380, Carbone 137&, Custer 1380,
Custer & Stewart 13983, Steponaitis 18882. Environmental
fFactors are seen as affecting human existence to a greater or

lesser degree depending upon individual interpretation.

The span of time humans have lived in Nortﬁ America prior
to European colonization has been divided into three major
periocds based upon the materials and styles of artifacts.
Subsequent research has provided information about the
envirohments‘during the different time periods and the
resultant changes in subsistence practices and settlement
patterns (Gardner 13974, Carbcﬁe 1976, Custer 1880, Steponaitis

18865.

The environmmental changes in the Middle Atlantic region in




‘general and in southern Maryland specifically have been majar

(Steponaitis 1886). Large amounts of land have been drowned as
a result of sea level rise (Steponaitis 1986:85), Plant and
animal communities have changed as temperature and
precipitation patterns changed (Carbone 18768). Through all of
this humans have lived and adapted to their changing
environment.

Paleo-Indian Period

The earliest known human occupaticon in scuthern Maryland

occured priocr to 8,000 B.C. This is known as the Pale-Indian

pericd (38,000 B.C. - 7,500 B.C.Y. during this periocd the
Chesapeake Bay as we know it was non-existant. The Susguehanna

River flcowed through a valley between the present eastern and
western shores of the Chesapeake with the Patuxent and Potomac
Rivers being twc of the many tributaries. Much land that was
then exposed is now under water (Steponaitis 1SE6:352),
Temperatures, on the average, were cocler than present. 0Open
Forests of pine and spruce existed across southern Maryland
except in the wetter areas where more deciducus plants thrived.

Seasonal changes were less pronounced (Carbone 187631,

The diagnostic artifacts of the Palec-Indian period are
the Clovis point, a Folsom-like point and the Dalton Hardaway
Points., These projectile points have been found in
stratigraphic sequence at the Thunderbird Site (Gardrner 1974)

and have come to represent three sub-divisions of the




.Paleo-Indian periocd. Other stane implements from the

Paleo-Indian period are primarily animal processing tools which
has led to the interpretation that hunting was a primary

subsistence strategy during this period.

Few Paleo-Indian tools have been found in southern
Maryland (Otter 189B4:173. In Calvert County three Clovis style
projectile points have been found, attesting to the presence of
people in the regicn during this period. Two factors
contribute to the relative lack of sites from this period.

With sao much land of the Palec-Indian pericd under water many
of the sites which wculd exist are now submerged or destroyed
through littoral transgression (Steponaitis 1885:95). The
second factor is a lack of primary soufces of cryptocrysalline
lithic materials such as Jasper and chert. Paleo-Indian sites
are centered around sources of cryptocrystalline materials
(Bardrner 13880) and nc such lithic sources exist in southern

Maryland.

Archaic Period

The Archaic periocd (7,500 B.C. - 1,000 B.C.J) can he
characterized as a time of changing climate with conditions
becoming more like the present. Sea level continued to rise
throughout this pericd but the rate slowed considerably toward
the end (Belknap & Kraft 1877). Coniferous forests gave way to
more deciduous types (Carbone 1976, Custer 1380, Steponaitis

1386:88).




Early Archaic Period

The Early ArchéiC-period (7,500 B.C. - E,000 B.C.) is seen
as an outgrowth of the Paleo-Indian pericd (Gardner 13874:3).
Diagnostic artifacts of this periecd are serrated projectile
points of the Kirk and Palmer types and bifurcate base points
of the Kanawah, Lecraoy and St. Albans types. The Early Archaic
pecple were not as selective of lithic types for tool
manufacture as were the Paleo-Indian people. This is reflected
in the increased number of sites in southern Maryland relative
to the Paleg-Indian periocd. Sites tend to be found near
streams in the vicinity cf lithic resources: cobkble deposits.
The highest concentraticn of Early ﬁr;haic sites kncwn in
soguthern Marygland is in the Z2ekiah Swamp, in Charles County. A
Few sites frocm the Early Archaic period are known to exist in
Calvert County; all of them along the Patuxent River (Otter’

1284) .

Middle Archaic Pericd

Stanley and Morrow Mountain Points are the diagnaostic
artifacts cof the Middle Archaic Periﬁd (6,000 B.C. - 4,000
B.C.). Sites are found in the same ecclogical setting as the
Early Archaic (Stepcnaitis 1886). Mo asscciation can be made
between Middle Archaic sites and the use of coastal rescurces
in spite of the fact thaf some sites are located in present
coastal seﬁtings (Custer & Stewart 1983:43. Seasonal movements
during this period were geared tcowards utilizing shifting food

resaurces. A few sites from this periocd are located in Calvert




County along the Patuxent River (Maryland State Site Files).

Late Archaic Period

In the Late Archaic period (4,000 B.C. - 1,000 B.C.)>
evidence for a shift toward estuarine resources is indicated by
sites being located in estuarine areas with agquatic resources
present at sites, most notably oysters. Sea level rise had
slowed considerably during the MNiddle Archaic and sea level had
nearly reaéhed its present level during the Late Archaic
(Steponaitis 1886:2%). Broadspear projectile paoints of the
Susgquehanna and Savannah River types are diagnostic of the Late
Archaic period. Steatite bowls are alsc found on sites of this
pericd. The presence cf storage features indicates long term
occupaticon of sites, but permanent villagés are not yet

established (Gardner 188

rny

7).

All across scuthern Maryland, including Calvert County
there are a greatly increased number of sites from this period
(Otter 1984:23), Sites from this period are generally found
near small streams cn high, well drained scil (Steponaitis
1986:214> and it would be of no surprise to find sités from
this pericd within the Patuxent Point property. The most likly
areas for these sites would be at the stream heads or at the
Junction of the ephemeral streams and the Patuxent River or

Hungerford Creek.

Wocdland Pericd

The Woodland pericd is defined on the basis aof ceramic




_production. The Woodland, like the Archaic and Paleo-Indian,

is divided into three periocds. These divisions are based aon
changes seen in the artifact assemblage, especialig the
ceramics.

The Wocdland periocd began as an outgrowth of the Archaic
and ends with European colonization. Agriculture was
introduced,_resulting in permanent villages supported by
hunting and Eérming subsistence. Estuarine resources are
important during the wcﬁdland period as evidenced by site
locations and the presence of Fish and shell fish remains at
the sites. Envirommental conditions were Fairly stable with
the most notable excepticon being a cold pericd from circa 1200

A.0. to 16800 A.D.

Early Woodland

The Early Woodland pericd (1,000 B.C. - 400 BE.C.) appears
as a continuation of the Late Archaic (Gardner 13882:33 with
steatite tempered ceramics replacing steatite bowls in the
artifact assemblage. Sand tempered ceramics of the Accokeek

type are also diagnostic of the Early Woodland period.

Archaic lifeways appear to have continued into the Early
Woodland period with little change. Sites are found in many of
the same settings as the Late Archaic. Semi-sedentary living
is indicated by the presence of storage features (Gardner
1382:73). Estuarine resources were, used, as evidenced by sites

existing in estuarine settings and oyster shells cccuring in
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quantity at sites.

Middle Wocdland _

The Hiddle wcodIAnd Period is dated to approximately 400
B.C. - 800 A.0. The sites of this phase are found in the same
types of settings as the Early Woodland but with a greater
utilization of coastal settings (Steponaitis 1986:285). Again
the use of estuarine resources is clearly indicated by the
presence of oyster shell in sites. A decrease in population

density is noted (Steponaitis 18B6:275).

Late Woodland Period

The Late Woodland periocd (A.0. B00 - European caontact) had
a population density equal to or greater than the Late Archaic
pericd. Site settings did not change frcm the Middle Woodlanrd
but there are many mocre of them (Stepcnaitis 18SB86:286).
Agricultural villages were noted by the earliest Eurcpean

explorers (Smith 1982:28).

Diagnostic artifacts of the Late Woodland period include
shell tempered ceramics of the Townsend/Rappahancock series.
Triangular projectle points are common during this period.
There is some evidence for the rise of petty chiefdoms durng

this period (Steponaitis 18B6:333J.

Recent work at the Naval Recreation Center just to the
south of the Patuxent Point praperty has located a prehistoric

site probably dating to the Late Woodland period (Israel 1986).

10




~This site could possibly extend into the Patuxent Point

property. Because of the number of sites of this period, and
given the properties location it is likely that sites from the

Late Woodland period exist on the Patuxent Point property.

‘Since settlements from the Late Woodland are either large

villages in praominent settings overlooking the Patuxent River
or small sites scattered over higher ground in close proximity

to water (Steponaitis 1986:337>. It is most likely that no

large villages are present on the Patuxent Point property but

smaller sites should be expected.

PROBA-
PERIDD IYPE QF SITE SETTING BILITY
Paleo-Indian randam find undef ineable very low
Early Archaic seasonal camps near streams
& Caobble beds low
Middle Archaic seasonal camps near streams
& caobble beds low
Late Archaic seasonal camps well drained soil
near freshwater
elevated area
along shore or
stream heads high
Early Woodland seasonal camps same as above low
Middle Woodland seasonal camps same as above very low
Late Woodland villages elevated shore
hamlets well drairmed areas
near Freshwater high
seasonal camps stream heads high

TABLE 1: Site settings and probability
of existence at Patuxent Point.

11




mHistoric Period

The first written description of the Patuxent River was
prepared by Captain John Smith. In 1608 Smith explored and
mapped the Chesapeake Bay and its major tributaries including
the Patuxent River. Smith’s map (Fig C-12) shows 17 Indian
villages along the Patuxent River. None of them were in the
vicinity of Patuxent Point. Eurcpean diseases and wars with
the Susquehanna Indians from the north quickly depleted the

population of the Patuxent indians. .

lThe first permanent Eurcopean settlement in scuthern
Maryland was the establishment of the town of St. Maries City
in 1634. Large Jesuit mancrs were authorized in 18328 but may
have been in existence prior to that date (Shomette 1978:7).
The Jesuit manors cccupied land on both-sides cf the louwer

Patuxent.

Populaticn spread up the Patuxent as the river afforded
the easiest means of transportation. The first known settler
in what is now Calvert County established residence in 1642
probably along St. Leonards Creek (Shomette 1872:13). By 18650
population on the Patuxent was large enocugh to Jjustify the
creation of a new county. The Augustine Hermann map of 1670

shows settlement all along the Patuxent River (Fig C-13).

Tobacco cultivation was the main economic activity. The
dispersed nature of the tobacco industry resulted in autonomous

household plantations (Pogue & Smolek 1385). In order to

12




I I N B BN N B BN BN B B B B B B B B I e

bettér regulate the industry certain ports were authorized to
receive and ship goods. In present day Calvert County, the
ports were established at St. Leonard on St. Lecnards Creek,
Calverton on Battle Creek, Warrenton, Huntington and Lower
Marlboro (Pogue & Smolek 1885). In 1740 central warehouses and
inspectors were established in arder to control the product in
an effaort to raise prices which had declined sharply (Shomette

139738:83).

During the Revolutionary War little military activity
occurred 1n the Patuxent river. The British sailed up the
river on accasicon but did little damage. In MNovember of 1780
the British did sack and burn the house of John Parran of Point
Patience, just south of Patuxent Point (Shomette 1373:34).

This appears to be the clasest i1ncursion to the Patuxent Point

Property.

The Patuxent river was the setting for a major naval
engagement during the War of 1812. An american flotilla
harrassed the British navy from St. Leonards Creek before being
scuttled just north of Waysons Corner (Shaomette 1873). The
British Fleet anchored to the north of Pogint Patience,
off-shore from the Patuxent Point property, before and after
the Battle of St. Lecnards Creek in 1814%. It 1s conceivable
that British forces visited the property; raiding occurred on
both sides of the river. In addition to the physical damage

inflicted by the British on the i1nhabitants of Calvert County

13




~during the War of 1812, the removal of slaves by the British

was a blow to the economy. Tobacco growing is labor intensive
and the resulting shortage of manpower hurt the output

(Shomette 1873:247).

Between the War of 1812 and the Civil War a period of
relative stability and growth existed (Pogue 18B83). As the
Civil UWar pegan, the saguthern Maryland counties had sympathies
with the Caonfederate States and as a result were occupied by
Union fForces throughout the war. The Civil War disrupted the
econamy mostly through the loss of slave labor (Shamette
1878:248, Pogue 1983:%1).> This laoss of slaves forced
development of a more diversified economy in the regicon. The

seafood industry increased in importance (Pogue 13883:44).

The first commercial fishery opened at Sclomons Island
between 1853 and 1867 (Shomette 19738:248> and the first crab
picking houses cpened in Solomons Island in 1873 (Pogue &
Smolek 1885). 0Oystering and other seafood activities were at
their peak in the early twentieth century. By 1830 little had
changed in the life of people in southern Calvert County.
Tobacco was still the primary crop and population had not
grown, In fact, it was smaller than it had been in 1790. This
stagnation has been partially attributed toc the isclation of

the area (Pogue & Smolek 1985).

With the estabilishment of major military installations in

the region and with the improvement of the road system,

14




_population increased (Pogue & Smolek 188S). This developement

is expected to continue beyond the year 2000 (Pogue & Smalek

1985).

In spite of a historic record that dates back to the mid
seventeenth century, the Patuxent Point tract appears to have
remained uninhabited until the twentieth century. The fFirst
residence on the property apparently was constructed arcund the
beginning aof the tuwentieth century as indicated by historic
topographic map. A topographic map published in 18392 shows no
buildings on the Patuxent Point property (Fig C-14). By 1806
at least one building was present on the property (Fig C-1%5).

A 1844 topographic map shows three structures aon the Patuxent
Point property (Fig C-1€). These three structures are shown on
current topographic maps (Fig C-1) although they do not exist.
Mone of the structures were in the Phase One area of the

property.

15




Research Goals

This work was undertaken as a cultural resource management
project. As such, the goal of this project was to iaentifg the
cultural resources within specific geographic boundries and to
determine the sigﬁificance of any such cultural deposits in

terms of their value in the study of history or prehistory.

Previous work in the Lower Patuxent area indicated that
cultural materials were likely to be encountered because of the
geographical setting of the propertg which is similar tao other
locations where archaeoleogical sites are generally found
(Stepaonaitus 1986, Pogue 1983, Israel 1886 and Clark & Smolek
1881). 'However, nc sites were known to exist within the
targeted area and none were listed in the Maryland State Site

Files.

16




Field Investigations

With the purpose of the archaeological survey at Patuxent
Point being to identify any cultural deposits, historic and
prehistoric, which might exist, and to determine the size and
significance of these deposits, and because the tract was
mostly agricultural land, a surface survey with limited
subsurface testing seemed the best suited approach. Within the
field, strips 20 feet wide were plowed in order to provide
surface visibility of artifacts (Plate D-1). The strips ran
the length of the field in an approximate northwest/southeast
direction (Fig C-5). The northeast most strip was placed
appraximately 20 Feet frocm the Field edge (about B5 feet from
the property boundrg)f The.rows were numbered in consecutive
aorder from One to Seven with the northern most row designated
MNMumber One. An interval of approximately sixty feet of
unplowed land remains between rows One ard Twe, Twao and Three,
and Three and Four. After row Four a space of 100 Feet was
left between rows (Fig C-5); in this way the area most likely
to contain archaeclogical deposits was more thoroughly tested.
Each of these strips was measured info 20 foot squares from
which all visible cultural material was ceollected and bagged
separately. ﬁpproximatelg 88,000 square feet of land, or nine
percent of the total surface area of the Phase One tract, was

surveyed thrcugh this work.,

The wooded areas of the tract could naot be plowed.

Therefor, subsurface testing was necessary in these areas (Fig




C-6). Subsufrace testing was alsoc needed within the plowed
field to determine the integrity of cultural depaosits
identified by the surface survey. Shovel test sampling was the
major means of subsurface testing. Shovel tests were dug the
width of a standard round shovel. All soil removed from the
shovel tests was screened through quarter inch mesh hardwars
cloth. Any recovered artifacts were bagged and labeled
accordingly. The depth of each test varied due to soil
developement; tests were dug to subsoil in all but one case
where soil development was greater than 3% inches, about the
maximum depth far this type of shovel test. The scil profile
frcm each shavel test was verbally recorded with the aid of a

Munsell color chart (Apgpendix E2.

Shovel tests were excavated in the open Field to study
stratigraphy across the site. The first six STPs were placed
along the southuest side of Row Twe (Fig C-83 in order to test
the stratigraphy acrcss the elevated portion of the site. STPs
Seven through Ten were excavated in the northwest portion aof
the site in order to test the area of shell filled pits. A
buried scil horizon was noted in STP 8, 10 and 11. Aboriginal
materials were recovered from these shovel tests. The results
of these shovel tests prompted the digging of a Twe foot by Two
cht square shovel test Two feet southeast af shovel test 10
(fig C-B). Shovel Tests Thirteen through Seventeen were dug in

arder to complete the stratigraphic testing of the spring area

(Fig C-6).

18




In the wooded area to the south of the tract a regular
grid of shovel test pits was dug with SO Feet intervals between
tests (Fig C-B). Shovel test locations were laid out with the

use of a 50 foot tape and a compass.

Four rows of shovel tests were dug with eight or nine
tests per row (Fig C-68). The rows were given a letter prefix
from ﬁ.to D, moving from southwest toc northeast. Each shovel
test was then numbered consecutively from the northwest to the
southeast with the letter prefix from the row. Designations
for these shovel tests, therefor, appear as Al through A8, Bl
through B3, etc. These shovel tests extend beyond the boundary
of the Phase One area because of an initial misunderstanding

regarding the actual bcundaries locations.

Except for Twoc aoyster shells and one brick fragment
nothing was found in this area. The thin soils noted aon the
baseball Eie;d, in conjunction with the piles of dirt cn the
northeast side of the field, lead to the interpretation that
this much of the property has been extensively modified to

provide an adequate playing field.

As already indicated, a single prehistoric site was
located around the ravine at the north end of the tract. The
site is a multi-component aboriginal site which yielded .
cultural material ranginging in time from circa 2,000 B.C. to
A.D0.16800 and cavers approximately 4.5 acres. Intact features

were discovered as well as buried strata.

18
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A secaond site parpiallg intrudes into the phase One tract.

This site is a historic site dated to the early tuwentieth
century on the bhasis of map research. Ceramics collected
during this survey are from the southeast fringe of the site.
This material includes items which could be as old as the
middle of the nineteenth century. No features are known to
exist at this site at this time. However, the site locus has
not been investigated since it lies outside of the Phase One

construction area.

The single aboriginal site identified during the Surveg of
the Phase One tract of the Patuxent Point property is situated
in the northern portion of the tract, immediately adjacent to
the head of a small tributary to Hungerfard Creek (Fig C-1).
Water was observed flowing from the ground into this stream
throughout the course cof the fieldwork. Prehistoric cultural
material was recovered up to S00 feet from the stream head and
the site is estimated as covering 4.5 acres of the Patuxent
Point tract (Fig C-8>. The site probably extends into the
adjacent praoperty to the north. Less than five percent aof the
site is caovered in corn stubble, with the fringes being grown

over in raspberries and other weeds.

Materials recovered from the site include projectile

. points From the Late Archaic/Early Woodland period (Plate

bD-6,D0~7), projectile points from the Middle Woodland period

20




(Plate 0-B8) and ceramics fram the Late Woodland Period (Plate
B;S). The heaviest coacentraticn of material is located on the
north corner of the property. It is in this area that shell
features were exposed by plowing (Fig C-7)(Plate 0-2,0-3,D-4).
The Late Woodland material appears to be isolated tao this
caorner of the praoperty. HMiddle Woodland artifacts were also
concentrated towards this corner (Fig C-7). Late Archaic/Early
Woodland prcojectile points were the most widespread diagnostic
artifacts. They were found over the greater part of the site
(Fig C-7). Insufficient data is available toc document

horizontal separation of the various components of this site.

During the collection of artifacts from Row One little
was Found far the first 460 feet. Fram 4680 feet ta 720 feet
brick fragments were common. A few pieces of historic ceramics
werere alsc faund in this area. Historic artifacts wereAagain

present between B4C fFeet and 3BC feet (Fig C-38).

Prehistoric artifacts in Row Ore were first encountered
approximately 700 feet from the beginning of the row. A single
projectile point of the Piscataway type was found in the 700 -
720 Foot unit (Plate D-8 #3). A small shell feature was noted

in the S40 - 860 foot unit.

In Row Two histaoric artifacts were encountered in two
areas. The First area where historic materials were found was

fFrom 1B0 Feet to 280 feet from the southeast end of the row.
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The second area was from SBO feet to 700 feet. Most of this
material was brick Fragments but some late nineteenth century

and tuwentieth century ceramics and glass were also present.

Prehistoric materials were encountered in Row 2 betuween
120 feet and 180 feet, 300 Feet and 380 feet, and S00 Feet and
8960 feet from the southeast end of the row. Most of the
prehistoric material was fire cracked rocks and flakes. A
stemmed quartz projectile point (Plate B-7) was found in the
BBC - BB0O foot unit and a Piscataway tgpe‘point was recovered
in the 700 - 720 foot urnit (Plate O-€ #12). A rhyolite
projectile point(Plate D0-B #1) was Found in the unplowed ground
between Bow One and Rcw Two at approximately the 700 foot
distance (Fig C-72. A small shell feature was noted in the B20
- B40 foot unit. In the 840 - 3860 foot unit two features were
exposed (Plate D-2,D0-3,D0-4D). About 400 grams of soil from
these twc features from Row Two was screened through window
screen (14 squares to the inch). This scil was collected fram
inside of oyster shells that had been turned up by the plowing.
Artifacs recogvered include fFish bones, deer bones, flakes and

ceramics of the Late Woodland Pericd (Plate D-S5).

Beginning at the southeast end of Row Three, and continuing
for about 200 Feet, was a scatter of historic materials
including brick fragments and glass and ceramics from the late

nineteenth and twentieth centuries. More historic material of




the same vintage was found between 5S40 feet and 660 feet.

Prehistoric material was found in Row Three almast
continuously from 2B0 to 78b Feet. A Piscataway type
projectile point was found in the 500 - 520 foot unit (Plate
D-B #2). A second projectlie point of this type was fFound in
the 720 - 74C foot unit (Plate D-6 #4). Alsc found in the 720 -
740 foot unit was a lanceolate Ehgclite point aof the Selby Bay
type (Fig C-7)(Plate D-B8 #3). Most of the prehistoric material
was Fire cracked rock and lithic debitage. QOyster shells of

unknown cultural affiliation were comman.

Row Four produced historic artifacts in the fFirst €0 feet
Frcm thé scutheast erd consisting of glass ard brick. From 120
Feet to 300 feet, thermally altered ceramics, glass and bkrick
fragments were found. Brick fragments continued for ancther
100 fFeet. Eeginning at S00 feet and continuing to the end cof
the Bow at BOO fFeet historic materials were again recovered.
This material included brick and cyster shell as well as sherds
of ceramics and glass (Fig C-38). A single pig femur epiphysis
was found as well. This material is part of a site which is
primarily located to the northuest of the Phase One area.
Topographic maps from the early twentieth century show three
houses con the Patuxent Point property in the same locations as
those shown on current topographic maps (Fig_C—lS,C—lS). This

site is one of these houses.
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Prehistoric artifacts were recovered in Row Four from 240

‘feet to 776 feet. As in other rows this material was mostly

lithic debitage. A Piscataway type projectile point was found
in the 500 - 520 foot unit (Plate D-B #5). A stemmed rhyclite
Selby Bay point was recovered from the 720 - 740 foot unit

(Plate D-B8 #2).

For the fFirst 440 feet cf Rcocw Five oyster shells, one
piece of brick and one piece of unglazed red bodied earthenware
were all that was recovered. From 540 feet to the end of the
Row at BOO feet historic materials of the nineteenth and
twentieth century, including pearlware, whiteware,
semi-vitrecus ceramics, metal, and brick, were recocvered. This
material is asscciated with the site Jjust to the northeast cf

the Phase One area menticored in Rcow Four.

Prehistcric material was present in Rcw Five alse. Lithic
debitage was scattered cver the units from 440 feet to the end
of the Rcw at BOO feet. A single Piscataway type prcjectile

point was fcocund in the 740 - 760 foot unit.

In the first 12C feet of the southeast end of Row Six,
brick and twentieth century glass and aluminum was found.
Brick and oyster shells uwere found the entire length of the
row, but not continuously. There was no abaoriginal material

recovered in this row.
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Row Seven contained no concentrations of artifacts.

‘Oyster shell and brick Fragments were discontinuously scattered

along the row. OBther than oyster shell and brick a single
fFragment of green bcttle glass and a single piece of whiteware

ceramics were recovered. There were no aboriginal materials

Found in this row.

The surface ccllection of artifacts has indicated the
approximate site bcoundaries as defined by the distribution of
artifacts (Fig C-172. At least eleven projectile point
Fragments have been recovered as well as other bifacial
fragments and debitzge. A total of fFive prehistoric subsurface
features alsoc have keen discovered. Faunal material is present
in at least two cf these as indicated by the screening of
samples through fine mesh screen. This site has been

designated 18CU272 -y the Maryland Geological Surwvey.

The Maryland Geoclcgical Survey has designated the histaoric
site as 18CU271. Only the southern bcundary of this site is
known at this time (Fig C-8). The majority of the site lies
outside cof the geographical limits of this survey. Historic
matérial was present throughout the Field (Fig C-8), but much
of this apparently is not associated with the 18CU271. Based
on historié maps, this site dates from the early twentieth

century and possibly the late nineteenth century. Qyster .
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shells were scattered throughout the field but higher

concentrations were noted at the identified sites (Fig C-10).

After determining the boundaries of the aboriginal site
through the controlled surface collection shovel tests were
excavated across the site in order to document site
stratigraphy. Shovel tests 1 - 8, 12 -13, 15 and 16 show that
the majarity of the site exists only in the plcocw zone (Fig E-1
- E-8,E-12,E~-13,E-15,E-168). In shovel tests 8§, 10, 11, 1% and
17 soil profiles indicate that scil has been deposited around
the stream head, probably scil eroded from the plowed Field.

In shavel tests 2, 10 and 11 these built up scils appear
to be covering an old land surface containing aboriginal
materials from the Late Woodland pericd. This find prompted

the executiocn of a twc foot by two foot test unit in this area.

Shovel test 8 was placed in the wcoded portior of the
field edge two feet socutheast of survey stake BE-7. PRecaovered
from this test were a brick fragment, a small chert Flake, a
piece of quartz shatter and cne sand tempered aboriginal pot
sherd of unknown type. The ceramic fragment was recovered fram
aa depth of approximately 24 inches; the plow zone was measured
as being 13 inches deep (Fig E-8). Either the deeply buried
material at this depth was covered by soil eroded from the
higher part of the field or the material itself was eroded from

the higher part of the field.
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In shovel test 10 a dark lens of soil was clearly visible
from 14 inches below ground surface to 17 and one half inches
below ground surface (Fig E-10). A few cultural items were
recovered from the upper 1% inches of the test but this is
interpreted as plow zaone. Mast of the artifacts recovered in
this test are believed to have come from the second level - the
buried horizon. A ccbble core,r one gquartz chunk and one
aboriginal shell tempered potsherd attributed to the Late

Woodland period were recovered.

Shovel test 11 had the same basic profile as shovel test
10, except that the seccnd level was thicker (Fig E-11). The
upper 13 inches are intesrpreted as plow zone. From 13 to 21
inches in depth a scil heorizon was revealed which appeared in
texture and color to be a mix of plow zone and subscil.
Reccvered Fraom this level were a single chert flake, three fire
cracked rocks, three oyster shell fragments and two very small
aboriginal potsherds - one shell tempered, the other tempered
with crushed gquartz. These sherds are probably from the Late

Woodland period.

Reference to fFigure C-6 will show that these three shovel
tests which contain possible buried horizons are along the
fringe of the field. It is conceivable that these areas have
not beeﬁ plowed because of their proximity to the ravine but it

is also possible that past conditions were favorable for the
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plowing of this ground.

In shovel tests 14 and 17, more evidence of soil movement
was encountered. The profile from shovel test 1% shows three
layers of soil averlying the subscil. These appear to be
successively plowed soils which have been deposited from the
higher elevations of the field. Shovel test 17 was nated as
having a similar profile, but subscil was never reached. The
test was dug toc 3% inches below ground surface. Historic
materials were recovered from the lowest definable level (7 -
34 inches). This information confirms the interpretations of

shovel test 14,

The most promising area for finding intact cultural
deposits, as revealed by the shovel tests, was in the area of
tests 10, 11 and 12. In corder to further investigate that area
a two by two foot excavation was dug two feet to the southeast
of shovel test 10 (Fig C-6Y. The twoc by two foot test unit
revealed the same stratigraphic sequence as seen in shovel
tests 9 and 10 (Fig E-18). The buried level consisted of a
dark yellowish brown clayey sand with cultural materials which
appear to be from the Late Woodland period (see artifact
inventory Appendix F)., The overlying levels of this test unit
also contained cultural material, but it was in small amounts
and these deposits are interpreted as coluvium or slape wash

resulting from plowing.
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The two foot by two fFoot test unit did not reveal plow

scars below the culture béafing layer. Since this was a

relatively small unit the possibility of plow disturbance of

this layer can not be totally ruled out, houwever.

The fact that a site was found within the Phase One tract
was no surprise. Sites from the lLate Archaic through the Late
Woodland are found along stream heads more frequently than any
other setting (Steponaitis 1986:200,214). The soils on which
sites are situated often are good agricultural scils and
generally have been cultivated for most of the historic period.
This usually results in sites being disturbed; leaving few
intact subsurface remains. 0Occasicnaly, sites are found
relatively intact or, most frequently, with subsurface features

being preserved. The latter is the case at Patuxent Paint.

Intact subsurface features, because they have remained
undisturbed since heing filled provide scme of the best
material For studying cultural processes of past peaples. UWhen
chemical and physical conditions remain stable a wide variety
of cultural informaticn is recoverable. The features exposed
at the Patuxent Paoint property have shown that organic
materials are preserved and recoverable. From such remains
dietary information, butchering practices, season of site
occupation, past environmental conditions and radio-carbon

dates can be phtained. Such information is scant in Southern
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Maryland. Lithic and cgramic materials are also present in the
Features. The site is deemed potentially eligible for
nomination to the Nationmal Register of Historic Places because
of the archaeological potential contained in the intact

subsurface features discovered at the site.

Future development at the Patuxent Point property includes
plans to construct at least five units of townhouses on the
site (Fig C-11). The construction of these buildings and
attendant rocadways will adversely affect the site. Excavation
fFor Foundaticns, road beddings and utilities will in all
likelihood destroy the last intact vestiges of the site. The
only exception to this would be the fringe areas as the trees

arocund the spring head are to be preserved.
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_ Recommendation

Because of the research potential of the site, Further
work is recommended if it is not possible tao preserve the site.
There should be two aspects to this work (see Appendix B for
proposed budget and schedule). The entire site should be
plowed and subjected to controlled surface collection to obtain
a more representative sample of artifactual materials, and to
better define the size of the various components of the site.
All Features located during the plowing should be carefully
excavated using techniques that will provide for meaningfull
analysis of feature contents. The site should be mapped,
locating fFeatures and ground contours. Other work which might
be considered but is not recommended due to the cost and time
canstraints is further investigation of the subsurface deposits
in the fringe areas and plow zone stripping to locate

additional Features including post molds.
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Conclusion

Through the use of surface and subsurface survey
techniques a survey of the Patuxent Point Phase One
construction area was completed. This survey has documented
the existence of one multicomponent aboriginal site (18Cu272)
and the southeastern boundry of an early twentieth century site
(1BCU271) (Fig C-17). VLittle can be said about the historic
site at this time: the locus is located ocutside of the

geographical bounds of this survey.

The prehistoric site covers approximately 4.5 acres and
1s known to contain intact Late Wcodland shell features
containing both organic and non-crganic cultural remains. This
site is helieved elig:ible for nomination tgo the MNatignal
Register of Histocric Places on the basis of these Features.
Since this site w:ill ke deletericusly affected by the scheduled
construction 1t 1s recommended that additicrnal worlk be
conducted at the site. Intensive controlled surface collection
of materials from across the site as well as the excavation of

all fFeatures should constitute the minimum amount of work.
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Appendix A.

Qaulifications of Investigator
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APPENDIX A

QUALIFICATIONS OF INVESTIGATOR

The invesﬁigator on this project has seven years
experience in archaeology in the Middle Atlantic region of the
United States. This experience involves survey and excavation
of historic and prehistoric sites. The investigator holds a BA
in anthropology from the University of Delaware and is alsoc a
candidate for a Masters Degree in anthropology at Catholic

University of America, Washington D.C.
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Appendix B
Praoposed Future Work

Budget and Time
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APPENDIX B
PROPOSED ADDITIONAL WORK

Needed Work:

-Plow and collect artifacts from site as indicated by
original ‘survey.

-~Excavate and process subsurface features

(excavate, fFlotation, processing materials, analyze
materials, prepare report)

Field collection 8 man days
Feature excavation 20 - 30 man days
Feature fFill processing 20 - 25 man days
Analyze results 25 man days
Report preparation (includes)
special analysis (fFauanal) S - 10 man days
preparation 20 man days

technical support (graphics)
c—-14 dates (maximum 22

Costs

Man days of work (110 high estimate) $8800.00
(based on rate of 8hr/day $10/hr.

Technical costs 6800.00

(c-14 maximum $400.)
(report technical caosts $200.)

Total : $3200.00
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Appendix C.

Figures C-1 through C-8

Maps
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Figure C-1

U.5.6.5. 7.5’ Topagraphic Map (sectian)
Solcmeons Island Maryland

Showing location of the Patuxent Paoint Property
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Figure C-2

Project location within

Maryland Archaeological Research Units
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Unit
Unit
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Figure C-3

U.5.6.5. 7.5' Topographic Map (secticn)
Solomons Island, Maryland
Showing location of the Patuxent Point Property
with the Phase 1

Construction area identified

45




-

!

N

s
Pt Patience ’

s

. \./
Sandy Pt \A/




Figure C-4

Patuxent Point

Phase 1 Construction Area
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Figure C-5

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area

Showing locations of plowed strips
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Figure C-86

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
Showing locations of Shovel tests

and the 2°' x 2’ test unit
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Figure C-7

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
Showing locations of Features,
Middle Weoedland Projectile Points,
Late Archaic/Early Woodland Projectile Paints,

and Site Boundries
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Figure C-8

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
"Showing Distribution of
Aboriginal Lithics

In The Collected Transects
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Figure C-8

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
Showing DOistribution aof

Histaoric Artifacts

51




b o T PG
SN N N NINSS - TN N NN N

\A ; /Z i B )
% i, B 1100111/ ST SO \

/

- Y LM// S N u!«%&///ﬁ ]

g..z::@ I NN %//A\ SNNSN N

9 )

01N dN TS AN —_—— 7S ST ] !
. \ QO
NN I NS A S SIS NS =

Y

2z =
. 3
[IHDSIO

Il EE N = = B B BN I I B B B B B B B B ..
RBRR =M Tl T L R R e L e |




Figure C-10

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
Showing DRistribution of

Oyster Shells
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Figure C-11

Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Construction Area
Showing Proposed Construction
Information provided by
Advanced Surveys, Inc.

Lotian, Maryland
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Figure'C-12

Map of Chesapeake
(portion) showing
Patuxent River Area
By Captain John Smith

1608
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Figure C-13
Map of Chesapeaks
(partion) showing
Patuxent River Area
By Augustine Hermann

1673
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Figure C-14

U.5.6.8. Topographic Map (section)
scale: 1:62500
edition of 18382. reprinted 1886
Drum Pgoint Quad, Maryland

Showing location of the Patuxent Point Property
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Figure C-15

c
0
o)
n

Topographic Map (section)
scale: 1:862500
editicn of 1304
Drum Point Quad, Maryland
Showing location of the Patuxent Point Property

and historic structure

57







Figure C-156

U.8.6.8. 7.5 Tecpographic Map (secticn)
edition of 13944
Sclomons Island Maryland
Showing locaticn of the Patuxent Point Property

and historic structures
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Figure C-17
Patuxent Point
Phase 1 Constructicn Area

Showing site boundries
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Plate D-1

VUiew of Row 4

lcoking Morthuest







Plate D-2

Row 2 Unit 8S40-260
looking MNortheast
west Feature visihble

in center of photo

B2







Plate D-3

Row 2 Unit 3S40-3860

East Feature

B3







Plate D-4

Row 2 Unit 3940-860
West Feature
Trowell pointing to

aboriginal Pot Sherd
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Plate D-5

Sample of Materials
Recovered From West Feature.,
Upper left: potsherd (see plate D-4)
Lower left: quartz Flake
Upper right: deer phalange fragment

Lower right: small bones of mammals and fish
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Plate D-86

Late érchaic/Early Woodland
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Plate D-7

Early Woodland

Stemmed Quartz Point







Plate D-8
Middle Woodland

Rhyclite Projectile Points

#1 (Upper Left): Between Row 1 and Row 2
#2 (Upper Right?: Row 4, 720 - 740 Feet

#3 (Lower): Row 3, 720 - 740 feet
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Plate D-9

Late Woodland Potsherds
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Appendix E

Sail Praofiles
Shovel Tests
and

2' x 2’ excawvation
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Profile
Shavel Test #1
Figure E-1
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Level 1: 0-13
inches

10YRS/4
yellowish

brown sandy
silt

low plasticity

plow zone

Level 2: 13-17
inches

10YR5/6
yellowish
brown clayey
silt

loam

Level 3: 17-22
inches
10YRS5/8
yellowish
brown clay loam
medium to high
plasticity
subsoil




Level 1: 0-8 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown
sandy silt loam
low plasticity
plow zone

Level 2: B-13 1/2 inches
10YRS5/6 yellowish brown
silty clay loam
probable plow zone

Level 3: 13 1/2-16 inches
10YRE/B yellowish brown
clay loam

—_— high plasticity

subsoil

~

Profile
Shovel Test #2
Figure E-2
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Level 1:
10YRS5/4 yellowish brown
sandy silt loam
plow zone

-
‘Level 2:
sandy silt clay
plow zone
Level 3:
clay loam
subsoil
Profile
Shovel Test #3
Figure E-3
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0-10 inches

1C0-13 inches
10YR5/6 yellowish broun

10YRS5/8 yellowish brown




Level 1: 0-8 inches
10YRS/4Y yellowish brown
sandy clayey silt
plow zone

Level 2: S-1E inches
10YR5/8 yellowish brown
clay loam
subsoil

Profile
Shovel Test #4
Figure E-4%

74




Level 1: 0-B inches
yellowish brown
10YRS5/4 silty sand loam
plow zone

Level 2: B-12 inches
7 .5YRS/4
yellowish brown
sandy loam
plow zone

Level 3: 12-18 inches
10YRS5/6 yellowish brown
sand with little clay
pebbles present
subsoil

Profile
Shaovel Test #S
Figure E-5
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Level 1: 0C-11 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown
sandy silt clay
plow zone

Level 2: 11-14% inches
10YRS/8 yellowish brown
clayey sand with pebbles

- subsoil

Profile
Shovel Test #6
Figure E-B
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Profile

Level 1: 0-8 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown
sandy silt loam
plow zone

Level 2: 8-10 1/2 inches
10YRS/E yellowish brown
silty clay
plow zone

Level 3: 10 1/2-12 1/2
inches
10YR5/8 yellocwish brown
silty clay
subsoil

Shovel Test #7

Figure E-7
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Level 1: 0-8 inches
10YR5/4% yellowish brown
sandy silt locam :
plow zone

Level 2: 8-11 inches
10YR5/6 yellowish brown
silty clay loam
plow zone

Level 3: 11-13 inches

- — ] 10YRS/B yellowish brown

silty clay
subsoil

Profile
Shovel Test #8
Figure E-B
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Level 1: 0-13 inches
10YRS5/4 yellowish brown

— clay silt
plow zone

Level 2: 13-24 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown
‘clayey silt
less plastic than
level 1
possible buried A heorizon

Level 3: 24-2E inches
10YR6/4% light yellowish

T brown sand
subsoil
Praofile
Shovel Test #9
Figure E-8
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Level 1: 0O-14% inches
10YRS/Y yellowish brown
clayey sandy silt
plow zone

— 1 Level Z2: 14-17 1/2 inches

10YR4Y/3 brown sandy silt
loam
prcbhakle buried A horizan

Level 3: 17 1/2-20 inches
10YR5/4Y yellowish brown

gravelly sand
subsoil

Profile
Shovel Test #10
Figure E-10
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Level 1: 0-13 inches
10YR5/4% yellowish
brown clayey sand
with pebbles
Plow Zone

]
Level 2: 13-24
inches
10YRS5/E yellowish
brown clayey sand
Probable plcw zone
Level 3: 24-27
inches
10YRS/6 yellowish
] brown pebbley sand
subspil
Profile

Shovel Test #11
Figure E-11
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Level 1: 0O-14% inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown

— silty clayey sand
plow zone

Level 2: 1%-28 inches
10Yr5/6 yellowish brouwn
clayey sand with pebbles
low plasticity

Level 3: 28-30 inches
10YRS/% to 10YRB/4
yellowish brown to
light yellowish brown
clayey sand
subsoil

Profile
Shovel Test #12
Figure E-12

B2




Profile

Level 1: O0-8 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown
sandy silty clay
plow zone

Level 2: B-12 inches
10YRS5/8 yellowish brown
clay
subsoil

Shovel Test #13

Figure E-13
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Level 1:0-B 1/2 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown
silty sand
plow zone

Level 2: B 1/28-17 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown
silty sand
more ccmpact tham L.1

Level 3: 17-24% inches
10YRS/E yellowish brown
clayey silt sand

———— | Level 4: 24-28 inches

10YR6/3 pale brown sand
subsoil

. Profile
Shovel Test #14
Figure E-14

B4




Profile

Level 1: 0-B8 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown
silty clay
plow zone

Level 2: B8-12 inches
10YR5/8 yellowish brown
clay
subsoil

Shovel Test #15

Figure E-15
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Praofile

Level 1: 0-12 1/2 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown
silty clay
plow zone

Level 2: 12 1/2-18 inches
10YR5/8 yellowish brown
clay
subsoil

Shovel Test #16

Figure E-18B

B6




Level 1: 0-7 inches
10YR4Y/3 brown
silty clay
plow zone

Level 2: 7-34 inches
10YRS5/4% yellowish brown
clayey silty sand
colluvium
historic artifacts in
this level
subsoil not reached

Profile
Shovel Test #17
Figure E-17
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Figure E-18

Profile
2’ x 2’

test square




-

Level

1

Level 2

Level 3

__,.__________f_,____~_____~___,,_———”/—” Level

Level 1:

Level 2:

Level 3:

Level 4:

10YR4 /4

10YRS/4
cobbles

10YB4Y /4
cobbles

brown silty clay lcam. Humus

gellowish brown clayey silt.
present. colluvium

dark yellowish brown clayey sand
present. cultural materials present

buried horizon

10YRS/E

yellowish brown sand and cobbles.

2’ x 2’ Test Unit
northwest profile

Figure E-18

BS

4

Subsoil




Profiles (verbal)
Socuth Side Shaovel Tests
o See Figure C-B6
Shovel Test A-1
Level 1: 0-10 inches
10YR5/4 yellpwish brown silty clay plow zone
Level 2: 10-24 inches

10YR5/6 yellowish hrown clay. Very plastic. Subsoil

Shovel Test A-2

Not dug. at baseball dugout

Shaovel Test A-3
Level 1: O-4 1/2 inches
10YR3/3 dark brown sandy clayey silt humus

Level 2: 4 1/2-5 1/4% inches

10YRS/8 yellowish brown clayey sand. no plasticity.

Level 3: 5 1/4-11 inches

10YRS/4Y yellowish brown clayaey silty. no plasticity

Level 4: 11-20 inches

10YRE/4 light yellowish brown clayey sand subscil

Shovel Test 9—%.
Level 1: 0-2 3’4 inches

10YRS/3 brown clayaey silt. low plasticity. humus
Level 2: 2 3/4-11 1/4 inches

10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay. plow zone
Level 3: 11 1/4-15 inches

10YRB/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil
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Shovel Test A-S
‘Level 1: 0-8 inches

1QYRS/3 brown silt loam plow zone
Level 2: 8-12 inches

10YR5/4 yellowish brown clayey silt loam plow zone

Level 3: 12-14% inches

10YRE/4Y light yellowish brown sitly clay subsoil

Shovel Test A-6
Level 1: 0-10 inches

10YRS/3 brown silty clay locam plow zone
Level 2: 10-20C 1/2 inches

10Yr6/5 yellcwish brown silty clay subsoil.

Shcovel Test A-7
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10YR3/3 dark brown silt clay humus. loosely compacted
Level €: 2-11 inches
iOYRS/E yellowish brown silty clay plow zone
Level 3: 11-13 inches

10YRS5/8 gellowish brown clay subsoil
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Shovel Test.ﬁ—B
Level 1: 0-3 inches

10YR4/3 brown silty clay humus
Level 2: 3-12 1/2 inches

10YRS5/6 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone

Level 3: 12 1/2-15 inches

10YRS5/8 yellowish brown clay subsoil

Shovel Test B-1
Level 1: O0-1 inches
10Y¥r4/3 brown silt humus
Level 2: 1-10 inches
10YRS/4Y yellowish brown silty clay plcocw zone
Level 3: 10-13 inches

10YRS5/6 yellcgwish brown clay subsail

Shovel Test E-2
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10YRS5/3 brown silty clay humus
Level 2: 2-11 inches
10YRS5/6 yellowish hrown clay silt plow zone
Level 3: il—l% inches

10Yr6/6 brownish yellow silty clay subsoil

Shovel Test B-3
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10Yr5/3 brown silt clay humus

Level 2: 2-8 inches

g2




10YRS5/6 yellowish brown

10YRE/6 brownish yellow

Shovel Test B-4
Level 1: 0-9 1/2 inches

10YRS5/4 yellowish brown

Level 2: 10YRG6/6 brownish yellow silt clay subsoil

Shovel Test B-5
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10YR3/3 brown silt clay
Level 2: 2-11 inches
10YRS5/E yellowish brown
Level 3: 11-13 inches

10YR6/4 light yellcwish

Shovel Test E-6

Level 1: O-4 1/2 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish Bbrown

Level 2: 4 1/2-8 inches

10YR6/4 light yellowish

Shovel Test B-7

Level 1: 0-2 inches

clay silt plow zone

"Level 3: 8—11 l1/2 inches -

silt clay subsoil

silt clay plow zone

humus

clay silt plow zone

‘brown clay silt subscil

clay silt plow zone

brown clay silt subscil

10YR3/3 dark brown silty clay humus

Level 2: 2-12 inches

10YRS/4 yellowish brown

clayey silt plowzone
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Level 3: 12-18 inches

10YR6/4 light yellowish brown sily clay subsoil

Shovel Test BE-8
Level 1: O0-2 inches
10YR3/3 dark brown silty clay humus
Level é: 2-12 inches
10Yr5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 12-18 inches

10YRS5/8B yellowish brown silt clay subsoil

Shovel Test E-8
Level 1: 0-1 1/2 inches
10YR3/3 dark brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 1 1/2-13 inches
10YR5/6 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone

Level 3: 10YrS/8 yellcwish brown silt clay subsoil

Shovel Test C-1
Level 1: 0-1 1/2 inches
10YRY/3 brown clayey silt loam humus
Level 2: 1 1/2-10 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level3d: 10-12 inches

10YR5/8 yellowish brown silty clay subsocil
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Shovel Test C-2

‘Level 1: 0-7 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown

Level 2: 7-16 inches
10YRS5/6 yellowish brown

Level 3: 1B6-17 inches

10YRS5/8B yellowish brown

Shovel Test C-3
Level 1: 0-3 inches
10YRS5/4 yellowish brown
Level 2: SflE inches

10YRB6/4 light yellowish

Shovel Test C;%

Level 1: 0-B inches
10YRS5/4 yellcwish brown

Level 2: 6-10 inches

10YRB/4 light yellowish

Shovel Test C-S

Level 1: 0-8 1/2 inches

clayey silt plow zone

silt clay

silt clay subsoil

clayey silt plow zane

brown silty clay subsoil

clayey silt plow zone

brown silty clay subsoil

10YRS/4 yellowish browwn clayey silt plow zaone

Level 2: 9 1/2-12 inches

10YRB/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subscil
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Shovel Test C-6
‘Level 1: 0-3 inches

10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 3-12 inches

10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 12-14 inches

10YR6E/4 light yellowish brown clayey silt subsoil

Shavel Test C-7
Level 1: 0-1 1/2 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 1 1/2-11 1/2 inches
10YrS/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 11 1/2-13 inches

10YRE/4 light yellcowish brown clayey silt subsgil

Shovel Test C-8
Level 1: 0-8 inches
10YrS5/4% yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 2: 9-13 inches

10YR6/4 light yellowish brown clayey silt subsaoil
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Shovel Test C-3

‘Level 1: 0-1 inche
10YR4/3 brown silt clay

Level 2: 1-9 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brouwn

Level 3: 8-11 inches

10YR6/4 light yellowish

Shavel Test D-1
Level 1: 0-1 1/2 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay
Level 2: 1 1/2-10 inches
10YRE/% yellowish brown
Level 3: 10-12 irches

10YRS/8B yellawish brown

Shovle Test 0-2
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay
Level 2: 2-10 1/2 inches

10YRS/4 yellcowish brown

humus
silt clay plow zone

brown clayey silt subsoil

humus
silt clay plow zone

silty clay subsoil

humus

silt clay plow zone

Level 3: 10 1/2-12 1/2 inches

10YRS5/8 yellowish brown

Shovle Test D-3
Level 1: 0O-4 1/2 inches

10YR4Y/3 brown silt clay

silty clay subsaoil

humus

Level 2: 4 1/2-10 1/2 inches
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10YRS/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
"Level 3: 10 1/2-12 inches -

10YR5/8 yellowish brown silty clay subsoil

Shovel Test D-4
Level 1: 0O-5 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 5-10 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 10-14 inches

10YRE/4 light yellowish bkrown silty clay subsoil

Shovel Test 0-S
Level 1: 0-2 inches
10YR4/3 brouwn silt clay humus
Level 2: 2-11 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zane
Level 3: 11-12 inches

10YRB/4Y light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil

Shovel Test D-6
Level 1: 0O-4% inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 4-11 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 11-13 1/2 inches

10YRB/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil
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Shovel Test D-7

‘Level 1: 0-3 1/2 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus

Level 2: 3 1/2-8B inches

10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone

loose and crumbly

Level 3: B-13 1/2 inches
10YRS/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
compact, crumbly with iron stains

Level %: 13 1/2-16 inches

10YRE/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil

Shcvel Test DO-B
Level 1: 0O-4% 1/2 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 4 1/2-11 inches
10YRS/4 Qellomish brown silt clay ﬁlow zaone
Level 3: 11-132 1/2 inches

10YR6E/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil

Shovel Test D-3
Level 1: C-4% inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 4-10 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zone
Level 3: 10-14% 1/2 inches

10YR6/4 light yellowish brown silty clay subsoil
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Shovel Test 0-10
Level 1: 0-2 1/4 inches
10YR4/3 brown silt clay humus
Level 2: 2 1/4-11 1/2 inches
10YR5/4 yellowish brown silt clay plow zons
Level 3: 11 1/2-13 inches

2.5YR6/4 light yellowish brown silt clay subsoil
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Appendix F

Artifact Catalog

By Provenience Unit
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PATUXENT POINT PHASE ONE SURVEY

ARTIFACT CATALOG

Row One

0O - 20 feet
no artifacts

20 - 40 feet
1 coal fragment

40 - BO feet
2 oyster shell fragments

60 - B0 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

B0 - 100 feet
no artifacts

100 - 120 feet
no artifacts

120 - 140 feet
1 oyster shell Fragment

140 - 160 feet
1 piece transfer printed whiteware

1680 - 1BC Feet
no artifacts

180 - 200 feet
no artifacts

200 - 220 feet
3 oyster shell fragments

220 - 240 feet
1 brick Fragment: weight B grams

240 - 260 feet
no artifacts

260 - 280 feet
1 brick fragment: weight 4.8 grams
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280 - 300 feet
‘ no artifacts

300 - 320 feet
noc artifacts

320 -~ 340 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

340 - 360 feet
no-artifacts

360 - 380 feet
no artifacts

380 - 400 feet

1 glass four hole button.

400 - 420 feet
no artifacts

420 - 440 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

440 - 460 feet
no artifacts

460 - 48C feet

7716 inch diameter

1 brick fragment, well fired:

480 - 500 feet

1 white quartz flake, distal end

500 - 520 feet
no artifacts

520 - 840 feet
no artifacts

540 - SB0 feet
no artifacts

S60 ~ 580 feet

e brick fragment: weight 21.7 grams

1 black chert flake, whole.

1 white quartz flake, distal end. Cobble reduction

580 - BOO feet

1 brick fragment: weight 136.5 grams
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Bifacial thinning flake




600

520

E40

BB0

580

700

720

740

760

- B20 feet

1 blackened brick fragment with mold mark:
weight 130 grams -

1 small brick fragment: weight 2.3 grams

1 fragment whiteware/pearlware. Shallow bowl rim sherd
with basal kick.

- B4%0 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
3 brick fragments. One with sand glaze on two sides.

weight 47.1 grams

- B6B0 feet
2 oyster shell Fragments
3 well fired brick fFragments: weight 15.8 grams

- B6B0 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 piece white salt glazed stoneware
1 brick fragment: weight 7.1 grams

- 700 feet
3 brick fragments: weight 11.1 grams
1 quartzite fire cracked rock
1 small quartz flake

- 720 feet
1 oyster shell Fragment
1 brick fragment: weight 74.0 grams
1 fragment akcriginal pcottery. unclassifiable
1 quartz flake. Biface thinning
1 Fragment projectile point. Piscataway type
- 740 Feet

1 oyster shell fragment
1 quartzite biface fragment

- 780 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 quartz flake

- 780 feet

oyster shell fragments

quartz flake fragment

blue rhyolite flake

shell tempered aboriginal pot sherd. Unclassifiable

[ i =]
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780

B0OO

820

B840

860

880

320

840

360

- BOO feet
4 oyster shell fragments
1 brick Fragment: weight 12.5 grams
2 quartz flakes
1 thick triangular quartz bifacs

- B20 feet
5 ouyster shell fragments
1 quartz fFlake, proximal end

- B40 feet

1 quartz Flake, distal end. secondary thinning

- BBO feet
5 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment clear bottle glass
1 small quartz flake

- BBO fFeet
2 oyster shell fragments

- 800 feet
S cyster shell fragments
1 fragment pearluware

- 820 feet
4 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment semi-vitrecus ceramics
1 quartzite flake, distal end
1 quartzite core cor fire cracked rock

- 840 feet
€ oyster shell fragments
1 fragment red bodied earthen ware. no glaze
1 quartzite flake

- 8B0 feet
10 oyster shell fragments. Feature present

- 39BO feet
3 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment metal
1 quartzite fire cracked rock
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wa
0]
20
40
60
80

100

120

160

180

200

220

240

Two

20 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

40 feet
no artifacts

60 fFest
no artifacts

80 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

100 feet
no artifacts

- 120 feet
4 oyster shell fragments
1 coal fFragment

- 14C feet

1 quartz biface, thick, 2 1/4” long
- 180 feet

1 fragment light agqua window glass

1 fragment grey bodied stoneware. drab green glaze
- 180 feet

1 quartz flake, distal end. Cortex present.
cobble reduction

- 200 feet
1 fragment undecorated whiteware. body sherd
1 fFragment light olive bottle glass

- 220 fFeet
1 fragment undecorated whiteware. body sherd
1 fragmert buff pasted ceramic. Buff and blue
colored decoraticn

- 240 feet
1 brick fragment well fired: weight 260.8 grams

- 260 feet
1 coal fragment
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.

260 - 280 feet
’ 2 oyster shell fragments
1 brick fFragment, grey exterior: weight 42.0 grams

280 - 300 feet
6 aoyster shell Fragments
1 gquartz flake. secondary reduction

300 - 320 feet
1 ayster shell fragment R
1 brick fragment: weight 322 .4 3rams.
1 quartz flake, proximal end, ‘fiinge termination

320 - 340 feet
3 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment light agqua window glass
1 brick fragment, sandy: weight S$.7 grams

340 - 3B0 feet _
1 fragment oclive bottle glass
1 gquartzite fire cracked rock

3680 - 380 feet
mp artifacts

3BC - 400 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

400 - 420 feet
no artifacts

420 - 440 feet
3 oyster shell fragments

440 - 480 Ffeet
2 oyster shell fragments

460 - 4B0 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 brick fragment: weight 120.5 grams

480 - S00 feet
no artifacts

500 - 520 feet
3 ayster shell fragments
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520 - 540 feet
1 ogyster shell fragment
1 quartz flake S

540 - 560 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 guartz flake, distal end. secondary reducticn

560 - 580 feet
3 oyster shell fragments

580 - BOO feet
£ oyster shell fragments
1 whiteware body sherd
1 Fragment light aqua window glass

600 - 620 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1l gquartz fFlake, proximal end. secondary reduction
1 rhyclite flake. secondary reduction

E20 - B40 feet
2 oyster shell Fragments
1 brick fragment, tlackered: weight 142.8 grams
4 fragments well fired brick: weight 158.7 grams
1 fragment grey bodied stoneware. tan & crange exterior

B40 - BB0 feet
2 brick fragments with mold marks: weight 147.3 grams
1 brick fragment: weight .8 grams
1 quartz Flake, seccndary thinning

660 - BB0O feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 rhyolite flake
1 stemmed quartz projectile point.

680 - 700 feet

oyster shell fragments

brick fragments: weight 10.3 grams
fragment dark olive bottle glass
quartz fire cracked rock

quartz flake, distal end

(ol o VOV

108




700

720

740

780

800

B20

840

BEB0

880

300

~ 720 Feet .
1 oyster shell fragment
1 flat piece of metal -
1 quartz flake, proximal end. cortex on dorsal side.
cobble reduction
quartz distal flake, secondary reduction
quartz Flake, secondary reduction
grey chert flake
Piscataway type projectile point

[

- 740 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 gquartzite Fire cracked rock
1 quartz flake, distal end
1 chert flake

- 760 feet
3 oyster shell fragment
1 large quartz flake with cortex. cobble reduction
1 quartz fFlake, distal end. cobble reduction
1 gquartz chunk
1 quartz biface. Projectile point mid-section

- 7B0 feet
8 oyster shell Fragments
1 fragment clear bcttle glass
1 quartz flake. secondary reduction

- BOO feet
4 gyster shell fragments

- B20 feet
12 gyster shell fragments

- B840 feet

43 oyster shell fFragments

1 guartzite fire cracked rock
Feature visible

- BBO feet
138 oyster shell fragments
1 quartz flake, distal end

- BBO feet
14 oyster shell fragments
1 quartz flake, distal end

- 8900 feet
6 oyster shell Fragments
1 quartz cobble fragment. Possible bi-polar concusion

- 320 feet
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21 oyster shell fragments

hammerstone :

guartz fire cracked rock

quartzite fire cracked rock

quartz flake cortex present, cobble reduction
quartz flake, proximal end

quartz flake

chert flake, mostly cortex

e N S

320 - 3940 feet

316 oyster shell fFragments (plus many other small pieces)

1 quartzite flake with cortex. cobble reduction

1 quartzite fire cracked rock

840 - 9B0 Feet

East

West

100’s oyster shell fragments. Two features exposed
feature (oyster shell not included)

14 fragments socft shell clam

S terrestrial snail shells

1 barnacle fragment

1 very small slipper shell

S fFish vertebrae (1 id For white perch)
31 fish scale fragments

1S small fish bormes (ribs and rays)

1 quartzite flake

charcoal fragments

calcium depostis visible on saome shells

Feature (oyster shell not included)
1 shell tempered aboriginal potsherd. Smocthed exterior
(Townsend/Rappahannock series)
quartz distal flake

Fragments fish vertebrae
Fragments fish scales

deer phalange, distal end

fish branchiostygeal

small bones

very small slipper shells
fragments soft shell clam
terrestrial snail shells
charccal fragments

M V) N N A VIR VI
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Row

20

40

60

80

1C0

120

140

160

180

200

220

3

20 feet

gyster shell fragment

coal Fragments

brick fragments: weight 125.6 grams
cut or wrought nail

Fragment clear bottle glass
fragment light olive bottle glass

[l e VAV

40 fFeet

S oyster shell fragments

2 brick fragments: weight 7.5 grams

1 fragment modern green bottle glass :
1 fragment clear glass dish with geometric decoration

B0 feet

3 oyster shell fragments

1 large brick fragment. Blackend one side: weight
24E6.8 grams '

80 feet
1 cyster shell fragment

100 feet
3 oyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 3.5 grams

- 120 Feet
4 oyster shell fragments

- 140 feet
1 Fragments whiteware/pearlware. Shell edge
with cobalt painted around rim

- 180 Feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 grey salt glazed stoneware rim sherd. large vessel

- 180 feet
1 cyster shell fragment

- 200 feet
1 coal Fragment
1 fragment semi-vitreous ceramics

- 220 feet
no artifacts

- 240 Feet
no artifacts
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240 - 260 feet
1 gyster shell

260 - 280 feet
1 oyster shell

280 - 300 feet

1 oyster shell fragment

3 gquartz chunks

300 - 320 feet
oyster shell
Fragment clea
Fragment red
small quartz
quartz flake
quartz flake

PP ee e

320 - 340 feet
4 oyster shell

340 - 360 feet.
1 quartz ccre
1 quartz flake.

360 - 3280 feet
1 oyster shell
1 coal fFragment

38C - 400 feet
1 cobkle fragme
1 quartz chunk

400 - 420 Feet
no artifacts

42C - 440 feet
4 oyster shell

440 -480 feet
3 oyster shell

1 quartz cobble chunk

460 - 480 feet
2 oyster shell

Fragment

Fragment

Fragment

r bottle glass, polygonal shape
becdied earthenware, no glaze
flake, distal end

crushed platform

with cortex, cobble reduction

Fragments

cobkble reduction

Fragment

nt bifacially wcrked
with cortex. caobble reduction

fragments

fragments

fragments
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480

500

520

540

580

60C

620

- 500 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 small chert flake, proximal end. secondary reduction

- 520 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 gquartz projectile point. Piscataway tuype

- 540 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

- 560 feet

oyster shell fragments

brick fragment: weight 30.2 grams

clay pipe bowl fragment with vertical limear sculpting
quartz flake, medial portion

quartz cobble core with cortex

PR

- 5BO feet

oyster shell fragments

brick fragments: weight 27.3 grams

gquartz Flake, medial portiaon

quartz flake with ccrtex. cobble reduction

LR

- BOO Feet

cyster shell Fragments

brick fragments: weight 6.0 grams
quartzite Fire cracked rock

quartz flake. possikle bipolar concusian

[l LV 0]

- B20 feet
10 oyster shell fragments
brick Fragments: weight B5.1 grams
Fragment grey stoneware
fragment whiteware/pearlware with green on rim
quartz Flake
quartz chunk, no cortex

el e a7V

- B40 feet
16 cyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 1.1 gram
1 quartzite fFlake, distal end

- BBO feet

18 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment tan/buff salt glaze stone ware. Thick body
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660 - BBO feet
11 oyster shell fragments
1 quartz flake with cortex. cchble reduction. Possible
bipolar concusion

BB0 - 700 feet
S cyster shell fragments
2 brick fragments: weight 33.0 grams
1 quartz fFlake, medial portion with cortex

700 - 720 feet
4 oyster shell fragments

720 - 740 feet

oyster shell fragments

flaked quartz cobble

quartz flake with cortex, cobble reduction

lobate quartz projectile point. Piscataway type
lanceclate rhyclite projectile point. Steubenville type

e N R ]

740 - 7E0 feet
8 oyster shell fragments
1 gquartz chunk

760 - 7BC Ffeest
9 cyster shell fragments
1 Fragment shell edge pearlware/whiteware. rim sherd
late variety :
1 quartz flake, distal portion
1 bifacially flaked guartz caobble

780 - 800 feet
4 gyster shell fragments

Row four

0 - 20 feet
4 oyster shell fragments
S fFragments clear bottle glass
1 fragment clear glass undetermined vessel farm
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0

10

BO

80

100

120

140

180

180

200

220

240

260

40 feet

2 oyster shell fragments

2 brick fragments: weight 2.5 grams
13 Fragments clear bottle glass

1 fFragment green bottle glass

1 fragment brown bottle glass

BO feet

2 oyster shell fragments

1 brick fFragments: weight 2.5 grams
1 fFragment green bottle glass

BO feet
no artifacts

100 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

- 120 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

- 140 feet
2 oyster shell Fragments
1 coal Fragment
1 fragment thermally altered oclive bottle glass

- 180 fFeet
1 cyster shell fragment

- 180 feet
2 oyster shell Fragments

- 200 feet
2 oyster shell fFragments
1 fragment brick, well fired: weight 28B.8 grams
1 fragment thermally altered ceramics. blue glaze

- 220 feet
1 quartz flake, distal end
1 quartz chunk

- 240 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 3.1 grams
1 fragment thermally altered oclive bottle glass

- 260 Feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 coal fragment
1 fragment agua glass
1 quartz flake with cortex, cobble reduction

- 280 feet
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280

300

320

340

380

380

100

420

140

180

S00

1 fFragment thermally altered whiteware
1 quartz flake

- 300 feet
2 oyster shell fFragments
1l coal fragment
1 brick fragment: weight 47.5 grams
1 fragment whiteware. rimsherd
2 quartz flakes. secondary thinning
1 guartz flake with cortex. cobble reduction

- 320 feet
5 oyster shell fragments
1 coal fFragment
1 brick fragment: weight 1.4 grams

- 340 feet
no artifacts

- 360 feet
2 oyster shell fFragment
1 small gquartz flake. secocndary thinning

- 3BC Feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 24%.5 grams
1 large quartz triangular biface fragment

-~ 400 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 brick fragment: weight £.3 grams
1 quartz flake

- 420 feet
3 oyster shell fragments
1 quartz flake. secondary thinning

- 440 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

- 460 feet
1 oyster shell fragment
1 large quartz flake. cochble reductian
1 quartz flake. seccndary thinning

~ 480 feet
1 quartz chunk
2 small quartz flakes, distal portion. secondary thinning

- 520 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment clear window glass
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fragment whiteware

quartz chunk

quartz flake. secandary thinning
quartzite flake. secondary thinning
lobate quartz projectile point fragment
Piscataway type

e

520 - 5S40 feet
5 oyster shell fragments
2 brick fragments: weight 18.5 grams
1 quartz flake. proximal end
1 quartz flake. secondary thinning

540 - 580 fFeet
3 oyster shell fragments
2 small quartz flakes

560 - 5BO feet

ogyster shell fragments

brick fragments: weight 26.4 grams

chert flake. distal portion. secondary thinning
quartz flake. distal portion

== Wy

580 - BCC feet

cyster shell fFragments

fragment shell edge whiteware/pearlware.
fFragment thermally altered olive bottle glass
small guartz flake. distal portion

quartz flake with ccrtex. cobble reduction

el e 1!

B00 - E20 fFeet

7 oyster shell fragment

S brick fragments: weight 28.8 grams

1 fragment whitewarza/pearlware. hard white pastz cabalt
in glaze.

1l pig femur. immature animal. saw and cut butchering

marks an shaft

E20 - B40 feet

oyster shell fragments

brick fragments: weight 23.6 grams

small quartz flakes. secondary thinning

quartz chunks

quartzite fire cracked rock

quartz projectile point fragment. Undetermined type
base missing

e CVR AV 8 IR

640 - BBO feet
3 oyster shell fragments
4 brick fragments. hard fFired: weight 243.8 grams
1 fragment olive hottle glass
1 quartz biface fragment
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B6EC - BBO feet

680 - 700 fFeet

700 - 720 feet

720

740

- 800 feet

]

1 quartz fFlake. secondary reduction

1 oyster shell fragment

1 brick Fragment: weight 1.8 grams
1 fragment clear bottle glass

1 quartz chunk

4 oyster shell fragments

1 brick fragment: weight 28.1 gram

1 fragment porcelain

1 fragment grey bodied stoneware. blue decaration

cyster shell fragments

brick Fragment. glazed green. bored hcle: weight
b4 .4 grams

brick fragments: weight 45.2 grams

gurtzite Fire cracked rocks

quartz chunks

quartzite flake

quartz flake

- n

=~ Uwh

740 feet
4 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment clear bottle glass
1 Fragment transfer printed pearlware
1 Rhyolite stemmed projectile point. Selby Bay type

7EQ feet

1 cyster shell fragment

1 fragment whiteware

1 hammerstane

1 quartz flake with cortex. caobble reduction

780 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

4 oyster shell fragments
1 fragment grey bodied stoneware
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B0O0 - B20 feet
3 oyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 5.4 grams

Row Five

O
!

20 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

20 - 40 feet
no artifacts

40 - 60 fest
no artifacts

B0 - BO feet
1 oyster shell fragment

80 - 100 feet
2 oyster shell Ffragments

100 - 120 Feet
2 oyster shell fragments
3 fragments clear bottle glass

120 - 140 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

140 - 180 feet
B oyster shell fragments
1 well fFired brick fragment: weight 21.8 grams

1680 - 180 feet
4 oyster shell fragments

18C - 200 feet
3 oyster shell fragments

200 - 220 feet
4 oyster shell fragments

220 - 240 feet

1 oyster shell fragment
2 coal fragments
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240

260 feet
S oyster shell fragments

260 - 280 feet

280

300

4 oyster shell fragments

- 300 feet
1 ogyster shell fragments

- 320 feet

~. 1 oyster shell fragment
1 Fragment red bodied earthen ware. no glaze

320

340

360

- 340 feet
3 oyster shell fragments

- 380 feet
3 pyster shell fragments

- 3B0 feet
2 cyster shell fragments

380n - 400 feet

400

120

140

4650

180

S00

S20

3 oyster shell fragments

- 420 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
- 440 feet A
3 oyster shell fragments
- 460 feet
3 gyster shell Fragments
1 quartzite fire cracked rock
2 quartz chunks
1 quartz flake. proximal

- 480 feet
S oyster shell fragments

end. secondary thinning

1 brick fragment: weight 35.2 grams

- 500 feet.
1 ayster shell fragment

- 520 feet
2 oyster shell fragments

1 gquartz fFlake. medial portion. secondary thinning

- 540 feet
2 oyster shell fragments
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-S40

SE80

580

800

g2C

B840

- S5B0 feet .
1 gyster shell fragments
1 brick fragment: weight 21.6 grams

- 580 feet
2 oyster shell fFragments
1 fragment whiteware
1 quartz flake. secondary thinning

-.B00 feet

cyster shell Fragments

brick fragment: weight 5.5 grams

fFragment pearlware

quartz fire cracked rock

quartz chunks

quartz flake with cortex. cobble reduction

P WEren

- E2C feet

cyster shell fragments

bBricl: fragments: weight 2 8.0 grams

fragment blackened brick: weight 18B.7E grams
Fragment underglazed painted polychrome
pearlware’/whitewars

= [y

1 fragment red kcdied earthen ware. gossikble mccha glaze
1 guartz flake. secondary thinning
- E40 F=et
S oyster shell fragments
S brick fragmenrnts: weight 44.0 grams
1 ircn latch
1 fragment grey bcdied stoneware. blue deccration
1 guartz Flake. distal porticn. secondary thinning

- BEC feet

gyster shell fragments

blackened brick fragment: weight 239.6 grams
brick fragments: weight S4%.3 grams

stoneware rim sherd. mottled blue/tan surface
grey paste

quartzite fFlake. distal portion

quartz chuni

chert flake. distal porticn. secondary thinning

P N

P e

121




660

680

700

720

740

- BB0 feet

3
3
1
1

cyster shell fragments
brick fragments: weight 47.3 grams
fragment semi-vitreous ceramics

fFragment red bodied earthen ware. clear glaze

- 700 feet

oW e M

oyster shell fragments

brick fragment: weight 3.0 grams
quartzite fire cracked rocks
quartz flake

guartzite Flake

- 720 feet

3

oyster shell fFragments

- 740 fFeet

4

oyster shell fragments

- 780 Feet

N2 M= W

2
o]

8

p]
ot

cyster cshell fragments

bhrick Fragments: weight 122.8 grams
- 800 feet

cyster shell fragmenrts

brick fragments: weight 1.5 grams

blackened brick fragment with glaze:

ceramic pipe bowl fragment

quartzite fire cracked rock

quartzite flake

quartz flake

B e R

cyster shell fragments

Flat metzl piece

guartz chunks

quartzite Fire cracked rock

Fragments =small cguariz bifaces. possible projectile

pocint fragments. Piscataway type
quartz flakes

780 Feet
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Row

20

10

&0

BO

100

180

180

200

220

240

six

20 feet

4 oyster shell fragments

3 fragments clear bottle glass

1 fragment clear bottle glass with twist of f aluminum top
1 fragment green bottle glass base

40 Feet

1 oyster shell Fragment

1 brick fragment: weight 10.1 grams
1 cinder fragment

4 fragments clear bottle glass

1 fragment clear bottle glass base

60 feet
2 oyster shell Fragments
1 guartzite fFire cracked rock

80 feet
2 cyster shell fragments
1 brick Fragment: weight 11.7 grams

100 feet
€ brick fragments: weight 74.7 grams

- 120 feet
1 brick fragment: weight 8.2 grams

- 14QC Feet
no artifacts

- 1680 FfFeet
3 cyster shell fragments

- 180 feet
B8 oyster shell fragments
1 whiteware rim fragment. possible barley pattern

- 200 feet
4 cyster shell fragments

- 220 feet

3 oyster shell fragments
- 240 feet

1 oyster shell fragment

- 280 feet
4 oyster shell fragments
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fFragments
ints: weight 62.9 grams

Fragments

Fragments
ant: weight 3.8 grams

fragments

fragments

fragments
Fragment. kick

w o

Fragments

L Fragments

{ Fragment

L fragments

L Fragments
ants: weight 3B.7 grams

I fFragments
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400

120
440

4650

480

- 420 feet

1 brick fragment: weight 224.3 grams

- 440 feet
1 oyster shell fragment

- 4680 feat
no artifacts

- 480 feet
no artifacts

- 500 feet
no artifacts
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#1
#2

#3

#4

#5

#86

#7
#8

#3

#10

#11

#12

#13

#14

SHOUVEL TESTS

Mo Artifacts

1

S e

-

7
1

very small brick fragment

very small piece of coal
very small brick fragment

very small brick fFragment

quartz flake, proximal end. Biface thinning flake
gquartz shatter fragment

oyster shell fragments
piece cf light green glass, possible coke bottle frag.

Mo Artifacts

Mo Artifacts

2
1

1

=]

PP WE P P e W

[

small brick fr
Abcriginal gzt
eroded surfacs
small grey che

agments

sherd. crushed quartz tempered

, Friable paste

rt Flake, proximal end. Biface thinning
large gquartzite cchble with at least three flake scars
Abaoriginal cpct sherd. Shell tempered with some sand
unknown surface treatment

quartzite Fire cracked rocks

small black chert flake. Biface thinning flake
abariginal gcot sherd. undetermined temper and
surface treatment

abariginal pot sherd. undetermined temper. Probable
cord marked exeriorbil

very small krick Fragment

oyster shell fragments

quartz flake. biface thinning

very small abcriginal pot sherd. undetermined
temper and surface treatment

aboriginal pot sherd. sand tempered Undetermined
surface treatment

No Artifacts

1
1
1

cut or wrought nail fragment
quartz flake, distal end. biface thinning
grey chert flake, distal end. biface thinning
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- EE B BN EE BN BN B B BN G B BN B UE BN B Em . 41

#15

#16

#17

No artifacts

No artifacts

1 brick fragment, (2”"x1”x1”1)
1 quartzite Fire cracked rock
1 pearlware body sherd. no decoration

Mo

Mo

Ng

Mo

MNa

Na

Mo

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

South Side Shovel Tests

1 large brick fragment

Mo

Nc

No

No

Mo

MNo

MNo

Mo

Mo

No

Mo

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts

Artifacts
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s .

No

Na

MNo

No

No

"No

No

No

No

Mo

MNo

Na

Mo

No

‘Mo

Mo

No

Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts

Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts
Artifacts

Artifacts
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MARYLAND ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE SURVLEY

Narmo of site oTER Nutnbor /?C ve7]

(nher designations C

ounty CALUERT

[ype ol site . Culturat atfihation

Tow 1 L 207¥ CEWT. HSIORIC
How to 1each site F,(o'—”\ CﬂLUéRTf m”rzlmé- ﬂu's@m g‘

TURN LEFT JUST NoRTH- OF Lilmmisi. V.S, ppv
SITE (0 FIEL0 (JeH/Ng  (fousES.

Landmarks 1o aid in hinding site SR pdete R 7= RAVINE  H#EXD

;-'7 Mmrees  poRTEH O/\/,q,._'C/47
Y Socomons AnnEx

Position of site with respect to surrounding terrain crn Sov T 5,06 OF RAv 1o e 1feRp

o o : "

Latitude 35 2y &y north Longitude 76 Ly S5y west
lor distance trom printed edge of map: bottom edge ; right edge )

Map used (name, producer, scale, date) TPPOGRAPHIC WAL Of CALUERT couw)y.

M. gEpr oF nBT.  2ETOUL CES _l:geso
Owner/tenant of site, address and attitude toward tnvestigation

LARY p. AMson

CRT ASS0C.  CAMP SPRAS.  mQ )
Diescription of site {size, depth. soil, features, test pits}

VNKNOWN AT THS  tmE

e P R

BéRicuLTIrRE
T ¢ QEveroften
Reports or evidence of disturbance by excavation, construction or “‘pothunting”
pwone

Present use and condition of site, ergsion

Nature, disection and distance of natural water suppiy (tresh or salt) 100’ NE . FRESH

Natural fauna and flora

Specinens collected (specify kinds atld quantities of artifacts and materials)
PEARLWARE , (uH 1 TEWHR E
mosr 6’)\‘(‘{
NOTE ) >¢ oysrER
Specimens observed, owner, address
PERRILWARE Lt TEWARE
SToNEWARE

ORICK
oYsrell sHEees
Specimens reported. owner, address

mh mh om = am

Other records (notes, photos, maps, bibliography) 4 2cpaeve 06icAl 5o

RUCY OF -HE PHASE oNE Cons/RucTton
“ ARER CF PATVXEIT Poiv'T Socomons (5cAmnd '
l ’ NG M lormeR 18 7)
Recommenaations for further investigations sy R ‘J?'V/W i 5/ 7F,
_l intormant Adaress Date
Lite visited by Date

Recorded by 5! / m Address ot Date 7-87

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages tor sketches of site and artifacts)

Send completed torm ta. State Archeologist, Maryland Geological Survey
The Johns Hookins University, Baltimore, Md. 21218
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Sn ms Sn Dn mn oe mn mn o ms s mh = ok ES Em

MARYLAND ARCHLEOLOGICAL SITE SURVLY

Name of site 5777 R 2 Numiww [ ¢ cu272
Uther designations County c ALverRy
Type of site - Cultural atfihiation

CATE ARCHArC j1HROVEH

Hnlw'Y()lC.u.h e — 0 g Usev
FRomM CcALVERT m ARI~VE M " LATE  oooL A0

C V4 mice pORTH On RT. Yy
TURN (. TUST NORTH of U.5. NRVY SoLOMons ANNEX

SITE /N Frerd BEHIND HoUSES.

Landmarks to &<} in i.nd:ngisite
SYReEAM  Henn

Position of site with respect 1o surrounding terrain AT STREAM HEBY on MNE 5106 of FreLd

Latitude 26 ey 57y " north Longitude 20 27 ' vg west.
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge . right edge )

Map used (name, producer, scale, date) T4 FosRAruic MRP oF CALveRT <o.

My Q€PT oF AT RESCURCES . 1:62500
Owner/tenant of site, address anc attitude toward investigation ot

CARAY 0. LhAmson

CCRT Assoc. (AMP <pimGS Mo
Uescription of site (size, gepth, soil, teatures, test pits) 9.5 Bcaes

Ar Leasr § s#vic Fehnw e
Mosy of §/7E N P E
Bop g0 0&PCs TS AROIND SPRERM

Present use and condition of sile, erosion F6AR/CULTURE
T e yeuioped
Reports or evigence of disturbance by excavation, construction or “‘pothunting”
ponv

Nature, direction and distance of natural water suppiy (freshor salti g5 Fée7 MW .,/F/( €5 'y
Natural fauna and flora
Specimens collected (specify kinds and quantities of artifacts and materials)

Pisca7AwRY P13

s5ecny By PTS

LiTH(eS :
el | AT woedlnd POITERS
Specimens observed. owner, address

Specimens reported, owner, address

Other records (notes, photos, maps, biblography! ARc useveogic

O PATVYENT fh,NT, SoLomMons SORVEY of THE PHATE | ComsTRuci/en AREA

15CANG, £ BLuverT— co, mo T

Recommencations for further investigations (Mo vE FERTUAEYS SORUVEY. enTIRE 5eTE
intormant Address Date

Site visited by Date

Recorded by f/ . . Address Date
CAwond Gt > £/
{Use reverse side of sheet and agditional pages ior sketches of site and artifacts)

Send completed form to. State Archeologist, Maryland Geological Survey

The Johns Hook ins University, Baitimore, Md. 21218
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